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Rernarks 

Recoosideratior? of the above-identified appiication In view of the present 
amendment is respectfully requested, By the present grnendmertf, ciaim 10 has 
been amended. 
Preliminary Matters 

Ciaim 10 has been amended to correct a typographical error, in padicutar, 
line 16 previously recited "{pcKing flangg'", which mfers to th^ lociqhg for^gufe" in line 
9. As amended, the phrase "locking tongue" is recited uhiversaliy. Since the 
amendment is not substantive in nature and does not add any subject matter to the 
claim, it is believed to be appropriate. 

Claim Reiectfont under 35 US. a ^102 

Glaims 10-1 9 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102{b) as being anticipated by 
U S. Patent No. 6,371 ,419 to Ohnuki (hereafter "phnuki"). That rejection is 

respectfully traversed. 

Amended claim 10 recites that spring elements are corinected with a receiving 

part for fixing articles in a receiving space. One of the spring elements comprises a 
iocking tongue. The locking tongue comphses an articutating element that protrudes 
into ttie receiving space when the iodking tbngue is In the rest position. The 
introduction of itie first article into the receiving portion displaces the free end of Hie 
locking tongue into the deflected position when the articulating element contacts the 
first articie. Further introduction of the first article into the receiving portion causes 
the Idcking tpngue to return to. and beconie locked in, the rest pofeitioh, The 
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articulating element is arrafiged belAfeen two areas of the receiving space that each 
receive one of the artides. 

Ghnuki does not teach or suggest that fiirtber irttroductiori of a first artide into 
a receiving section causes a locl<fng tongue to return to, and become iocked in. the 
rest position. The Examiner asserts that elements 17 and 18 constitute such a 
locking tongue. The Applicant disagrees. Ohnul^iteachesa rod holder HI having 
retaihing pieces 10 that ihclude vetlical portions 17 and arcuate retaining poflions 16 
for receiving ai rod B1, When the rod B1 is inserted into the insertion inlet 2, the 
retaining portions 18 are pushed outwards until projections 19 on the retaining 
portions engage inner walls of the holder {Fig. 6). 

Goncurrently, tongue pieces 9 are flexibly dispjaced in the left and right 
directions, indicated by arrows a in Fig, 2, to secure the rod B1 in the holder. Thus, 
the retaining portions 18 start in a first position {Fig, 2) and are forced into a second, 
retaining position (Fig. 6) during insertion of the rod 81. The retaining pprtions IS do 
hot, hdwevefi r^tyrn to, and become locked in. the first pdsitiori as the rod B1 is 
further inserted into the rod holder H1 . in fact, the placement of the rod B1 , coupled 
with the projections 19, prohibit any movement whatsoever of the retaining portions 
18, Accordingly, Ohnuki ddes not teach or suggest that further ihtrodyction of a first 
artfcle into a receiving sectiofi causes a ioeking tongue to return to, and become 
locked in, the rest position. 

Ohnuki also does not teach or suggest that an articulating element of a 
locking tongue is arranged between two areas of the receiving space that each 
receive one of the articles. Although Fig. 10 iiJustrates a rod holder FI4 for hoiding 
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multiple rods, each insertion inlet 2 and holding part 4 receives on!y one rod held in 
place by separate retaining portions 18 and tongue pieces 9, Regardiess, neither 
insertion inlet 2 is capable of homing muftiple rods. Thus, Ohfiuki does not teach a 
singie receiving space that iis dividetjl into areas by an aftfculating element, wherein 
each area receives an article. For these reasons, it is respectfully submitted that 
since OhnuKi does not teach or suggest the structure of daim 10. claim 10 is 
patentable over Ohnuki and therefqf0 aliowable. 

Claims 1 1-18 depend from claim 10 and are allowable for at least the same! 
reasons as claim 10 and lor the specific iimitations recited therein. 

Glaim 19 fecite$ that the articMlating eiement, w/tien locked in the rest position, 
prevents the second article frorri contacting the first article. As noted, Ohnuki does 
not teach or suggest a single receiving space that receives multiple rods. 
Regardless, it is clear from Fig. 9 that an intermediate wall portion 8A, and not any 
portion of the retainirfg portions 18i prevents One rod B1 frorn cbntaeting another rod 
B2 when both rods are secured in the rod holder H4. Therefore, it is respectfully 
submitted that claim 19 is patentable over Ohnuki and therefore allowable. 

In view of the foregoing, it is submitted that the application is in condition for 
allowance and allowance is respectfully requested. 
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Please charge any deficiency or credit any overpayment in the fees for this 
amendment to our Deposit Account No. 20-0090, 

Respeetfutly submitted, 



/John R. Hiavka/ 
John R. Hiavka 
Reg; No. 29,076 
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